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Interview Summary 


10/614.866 


HIRSH ET AL 






Examiner 

Lakshmi S. Channavajjala 


Art Unit 

1615 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



I ^) Lakshmi S. Channavaiiala . (3) . 

12) Ms. Patrea PabsL (4) . 

Date of Interview: 27 November 2007 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)n Video Conference 

cO Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes e)[3 No. 

If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: Claim 1 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: US Patent Nos. 6.723.343 & 6,576.260 . 

Agreement with respect to the claims fO was reached. g)l3 was not reached. h%2 N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed. APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM. WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 




Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's Signature, if required 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/614,866 



' Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of tlie general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Examiner infomned the attorney of record of the newly found prior 
art, US Patent Nos. 6,723,343 & 6,576,260, which could be used in rejecting instant claims. During the dicussion of US 
6,723,343 examiner referred to example 7 of the patent and explained how the exemplified composition reads on 
instant claim 1. Attorney argued that the composition does not read on. the instant claims because of the presence of 
the other components such as xylitol and silicon dioxide, in the above example. Attorney argued that instant claim 1 
recites the language i.e., "carrier materials selected from the group consisting of ", which excludes any carrier materials 
other than those recited in the claim because of the transitional phrase "consisting of. Examiner tried to explain that 
even though the component b) of claim 1 recites the above phrase, the claim as such is directed to a composition 
"comprising", which allows for the excipients, xylitol and silicon dioxide, of the above referred patent. Examiner politely 
explained to the attorney that another round of interview will be granted if the attorney was willing to discuss the 
references in detail. At that point, the attorney vehemently argued and screamed at the examiner that the same 
discussion has been repeated several times during the previous interviews and that such a phrase was acceptable to 
the office. The attorney wanted to discuss with the examiner's supervisor immediately and therefore the interview has 
been abruptly ended. Accordingly, the applicability of the above references to the rest of the claims has not been 
discussed. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) i 1133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) statemenl ol the reasons presented al the interview as 

imoa<^ »<mtt Ihe failure 10 c«OTl me s*sla?ji™"TJ^, „„ak,m,»iisBncofanWe™e«oli««dlnlto appM"" «». u"!^ 

.,e„™rs?s?rrn:s°;reSS 

interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling m the "anks_ Discusaon^^^^^^ yw Examining Procedure, or po.nlmg 

SuTrements for «hich intervlev, recordation is "'he.-'- P af exclu d from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Of^^f actions or the hk^^^^^ ^^^^ 
substenL of an inlen/iew is completely recorded m an ^^^™;^,^,'^^p"37Jl'^y^^^^^^ ir, the righlhand portion of the file, and listed on the 

The Interview Summary Forrn shall be ^'^^^J'l^P^'°J'"^^llf ,he Fomi Is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
•Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a Pf "f 'f^^^^^^ is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 

conclusion of the inten/iew. In the case of a telephone °' « J^^^^^^^^^^^^ the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 

ssrcU^i^^^^^^^^^ 

The Foim provides for recordation of the following inlonnalion: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 
~ Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

Tvnp of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

: JnTndic^S wLhL not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

^ An idenUfication of the specific pnor art d'scussed description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

■ T«:^J^S'ZZS'«^S',Ti!>S^SM, No,l:Ag».n»n,.s»a«»a»,v.s»n„«ea««es 

±2St,ssis:;p*r:,st;Sap™=:r::rrr^^^ 

substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview shc^d include aUeast the following applicable items: 
• A briSesSpZ of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted. 
2) an identilicalion of the claims discussed. 

(The identHicatipn of arguments need not be lengthy °' ° Jus( of the principal arguments made to the 

SSe tS^selrSHments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

5S » a^opliSeS^^^^^ "''^^ '''''' ' 

the examiner. 

Examir^ers are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the -bs.ance of an inlen^^^^ » the record is no. comp.e.e and 
accurate, fhe e" mLr wn^Sive the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

„ ^. „ ..-.»e ,0, ,.a..ns .cc.™ ^•^^^■S:,S^'SLZ'^ SSS S^on .» 
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